















































	Re: Public Comment Docket Number R-1723 and RIN Number 7100-AF94
	Question 1. Does the Board capture the most important CRA modernization objectives? Are there additional objectives that should be considered?
	Question 2. In considering how the CRA's history and purpose relate to the nation's current challenges, what modifications and approaches would strengthen CRA regulatory implementation in addressing ongoing systemic inequity in credit access for minority individuals and communities?
	Question 5. Should facility-based assessment area delineation requirements be tailored based on bank size, with large banks being required to delineate facility-based assessment areas as, at least, one or more contiguous counties and smaller banks being able to delineate smallerpolitical subdivisions, such as portions of cities or townships, as long as they consist of wholecensus tracts?
	Question 6. Would delineating facility-based assessment areas that surround LPOs support thepolicy objective of assessing CRA performance where banks conduct their banking business?
	Question 7. Should banks have the option of delineating assessment areas around deposit-taking ATMs or should this remain a requirement?
	Question 8. Should delineation of new deposit- or lending-based assessment areas apply only to internet banks that do not have physical locations or should it also apply more broadly to other large banks with substantial activity beyond their branch-based assessment areas? Is there acertain threshold of such activity that should trigger additional assessment areas?
	Question 9. Should nationwide assessment areas apply only to internet banks? If so, shouldinternet banks be defined as banks deriving no more than 20 percent of their deposits frombranch-based assessment areas or by using some other threshold? Should wholesale and limited purpose banks, and industrial loan companies, also have the option to be evaluated under a nationwide assessment area approach?
	Question 10. How should retail lending and community development activities in potentialnationwide assessment areas be considered when evaluating an internet bank's overall CRAperformance?
	Question 38. Should the Board provide CRA credit only for non-securitized home mortgage loans purchased directly from an originating lender (or affiliate) in CRA examinations? Alternatively, should the Board continue to value home mortgage loan purchases on par with loan originations but impose an additional level of review to discourage loan churning?
	Question 42. Should the Board combine community development loans and investments under one subtest? Would the proposed approach provide incentives for stronger and more effective community development financing?
	Question 43. For large retail banks, should the Board use the ratio of dollars of communitydevelopment financing activities to deposits to measure its level of community developmentfinancing activity relative to its capacity to lend and invest within an assessment area? Are there readily available alternative data sources that could measure a bank's capacity to finance community development?
	Question 44. For wholesale and limited purpose banks, is there an appropriate measure offinancial capacity for these banks, as an alternative to using deposits?
	Question 45. Should the Board use local and national benchmarks in evaluating large bankcommunity development financing performance to account for differences in communitydevelopment needs and opportunities across assessment areas and over time?
	Question 48. Should the Board develop quantitative metrics for evaluating communitydevelopment services? If so, what metrics should it consider?
	Question 50. Should volunteer activities unrelated to the provision of financial services, or those without a primary purpose of community development, receive CRA consideration for banks in rural assessment areas? If so, should consideration be expanded to include all banks?
	Question 51. Should financial literacy and housing counseling activities without regard to income levels be eligible for CRA credit?
	Question 57. What other options should the Board consider for revising the economic development definition to provide incentives for engaging in activity with smaller businesses and farms and/or minority-owned businesses?
	Question 58. How could the Board establish clearer standards for economic developmentactivities to ‘‘demonstrate LMI job creation, retention, or improvement''?
	Question 59. Should the Board consider workforce development that meets the definition of‘‘promoting economic development'' without a direct connection to the ‘‘size'' test?
	Question 60. Should the Board codify the types of activities that will be considered to help attract and retain existing and new residents and businesses? How should the Board ensure that these activities benefit LMI individuals and communities, as well as other underserved communities?
	Question 61. What standards should the Board consider to define “essential community needs” and “essential community infrastructure,” and should these standards be the same across all targeted geographies?
	Question 62. Should the Board include disaster preparedness and climate resilience as qualifying activities in certain targeted geographies?
	Question 63. What types of activities should require association with a federal, state, local, or tribal government plan to demonstrate eligibility for the revitalization or stabilization of an area? What standards should apply for activities not requiring association with a federal, state, local, or tribal government plan?
	Question 67. Should banks receive CRA consideration for loans, investments, or services in conjunction with a CDFI operating anywhere in the country?
	Question 68. Will the approach of considering activities in ‘‘eligible states and territories'' and ‘‘eligible regions'' provide greater certainty and clarity regarding the consideration of activities outside of assessment areas, while maintaining an emphasis on activities within assessment areas via the community development financing metric?
	Question 69. Should the Board expand the geographic areas for community development activities to include designated areas of need? Should activities within designated areas of need that are also in a bank's assessment area(s) or eligible states and territories be considered particularly responsive?
	Question 70. In addition to the potential designated areas of need identified above, are there other areas that should be designated to encourage access to credit for underserved or economically distressed minority communities?
	Question 71. Would an illustrative, but non-exhaustive, list of CRA eligible activities providegreater clarity on activities that count for CRA purposes? How should such a list be developedand published, and how frequently should it be amended?
	Question 74. How should banks demonstrate that they have had meaningful engagement withtheir community in developing their plan, and once the plan is completed?
	Question 75. In providing greater flexibility for banks to delineate additional assessment areasthrough CRA strategic plans, are there new criteria that should be required to prevent redlining?
	Question 79. For a bank with multiple assessment areas in a state or multistate MSA, should the Board limit how high a rating can be for the state or multistate MSA if there is a pattern of persistently weaker performance in multiple assessment areas?
	Question 85. Would the use of either the statewide community development financing metric or an impact score provide more transparency in the evaluation of activities outside of assessment areas? What options should the Board consider to consistently weight outside assessment area activities when deriving overall state or institution ratings for the Community Development Test?
	Question 95. Are the community development financing data points proposed for collection and reporting appropriate? Should others be considered?
	Question 96. Is collecting community development data at the loan or investment level andreporting that data at the county level or MSA level an appropriate way to gather and makeinformation available to the public?


